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Please find enclosed the available data from the University of
California Hospital which was compiled by members of Dr. Stonets staff who
incidentally are quite unaware of the classified nature of this material to
the best of my knowledge. I discussed this matter with Dr. Stone and told
him that it should not be discussed with anyone in the Division of iiadiology
with the exception of the two oi’us.

You will note that there has been a review of the overall situation
together with rather fsirly detailed accounts obtained from eight patients.
The picture is not too clear since a nuniberof patients received stable
strontium and several others received some amounts of radio-strontium. In
addition, in some instances P32 was given which certainly confuses the issue.
However, Brunn, Erickson and Reid received quite substantial amounts of
strontium@. Consideration must be given that this radioisotope was
cyclotron produced, has a half-life of 53 days and decays by emitting beta-
particles with a maximum energy of 1.S’Nw. Another point that should not
be ignored is the fact that at the time these studies were done there was

II I , ,konsiderableanbimitv as to the size and value of the microcurie.

I1sd lbtrapolating fro; my-own experience to the present I estimate that these
atients got from 20 to SO per cent more radiation than appear on the charts.
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I have discussed the situation with Dr. John Lawrence but to date

~’~g~$..$F I have not received any information that would be of value to you concerning

2 5’%:$%2 those patients treated a Dormer Laboratory.
~

I gather that a number of these
!~~:;g:~:$ received both P32 and Sr 9 which would confuse the picture. AS soon as I get
w e~-=wa~a:any additional data referring to strontium in humans I will let you know,aeC2tizg9*wl
,5z$:zo~~: as soon as possible.
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rats and monkeys. ‘Thetechnical details are being well worked out and we
g ;’* ~ shoril.dhave some data for you within the next month or six weeks. If you

‘ ‘= % should find someone who would be b your opinion both competent and the
< type of person who would fit in with our small organization,another pair
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hands would be most welcone.

Sincer y yours,

4Joseph G. ;Hamilton,M.D.
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1.? The ez.syproduction ..ndiavai~.~1-“lity of SrS9 as compared -.:ith

,iveilin s~aIJ-amounts is hantil~dsidlaly tO cdci~

in concentr:-.iionsof 20 mg/cc given iv. is nontoxic.

:,7heDinjected intravenously concentratesrapidly in
50UG the rmiioac’tivityper gram wet weight was ap;~rox-
in Lhe soft ‘tissuesik.n in “Lhebones.
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